. Every member of our profession must admit that in these modern days a new spirit has come over the face of medicine; that a great change, a positive revolution, has been passing into the practice of the art.
If we look into the sanctuaries of our knowledge?into the classical authorities of the day?we find therein a strange want of accord between the theory of disease which is expounded and the practice which is enforced. The practice is for the most part novel? the practice of to-day; the theory is still impregnated with the dust of dogmatic and traditional authority, and still leavens the practice, and hampers and clogs its progress to a better state.
"When we seek for the cause which has brought about these changes, we find it in the advancements made in Pathology, Diagnosis, and Clinical Medicine. The modern study of medicine lias forced us to conclusions which are diametrically opposed, in many important particulars, to the doctrines of our early days; it has enabled us to strip experience of that false covering which has so long obscured the truth ; to separate a true from a false experience, and a true theory from a false theory. Who can honestly search into the history of medicine and not confess that this vaunted experience has been as pregnant a source of error, as ever theory has been, in misguiding the healing hand of the physician 1 The reason why this is so is obvious enough. The facts about which experience is exercised, are most difficult of right appreciation. Disease is not a simple, but a very long and complicated process, and of this process we can seize only a few, and it may be the last, links in the series of antecedents and sequents which form it; and thus it is that we are apt to mark down as the effects of our remedies, results which have no relation to them. The fact observed may be true; but the consequence deduced from it is erroneous.
The error consists in ascribing it to some especial antecedent to which in reality it has no reference. And thus has arisen that overwhelming mistake which has for so many ages obscured, and which still so fatally obscures, the practice of medicine?viz., that we arrogate to ourselves, and ascribe to the power of our art much of what belongs alone to the curative beneficent force of Nature.
What, then, is to rescue medicine from these errors, and give to it a firm, and permanent basis 1 We answer unhesitatingly, a proper appreciation of the value of the facts which modern science has placed ? at our disposal. By these facts alone can we arrive at a true experience. We must have the courage to cast aside the false goddess which men have so vainly worshipped, and which they still so fondly cling to. We must abide by that true knowledge which is the oft-Reviews.
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spring of an honest scepticism and a rational faith, enlightened by science.
It is cimel and humiliating to the pride of Medicine to acknowledge that from the days of Hippocrates to our own it has put its faith in, and has practised, the most grievous errors; hut the cruelty and humiliation must he submitted to if truth demand the sacrifice.
Tradition and the great authorities of other days are to be highly respected, but they must not be permitted to outweigh the facts which the discoveries of this day have brought to light. With all due deference to the men of old, we cannot close our eyes to their shortcomings; where our clearer vision shows us that they were wrong.
What constitutes a sane theory and a sane experience in medicine ? The answer to this question is of every importance. A true theory is a conclusion which may be logically deduced from a consideration of scientific facts, which is founded on scientific facts, and is in none of its parts contradicted by them. A true experience in medicine is that which is the resultant of the observation of numerous fitting inquirers, who, after due investigation, arrive each at a like conclusion?the con Attempts have even been made to show that the broken ends of impacted coagula correspond with and fit the surfaces of other coagula in the heart or on the cardiac valves, from which they have been supposed to originate. All I say with regard to such arguments is, that numerous investigations into the structure of coagula, under a variety of circumstances, have convinced me that we possess no certain means of distinguishing one clot from another, and that all such statements should be received with great caution." (p. 355.) Professor Bennett, however, is forced to admit, from the strikingpathological phenomena frequently observed during life, the high probability of the occurrence of obstruction by coagula.
The functional disorders of the nervous sj^stem are not treated of individually, but a classification is given of them, with definitions that have evidently been carefully framed by one well conversant with the whole subject. Under the head of pathology of these disorders are described, 1st, the congestive; 2nd, the diastaltic or reflex; and 3rdly, the toxic functional derangements. Bennett.
